Incorrect text in footnote 5: the mistakes are underlined
Notice the Craver describes constitutive relevance as "a relationship between a component in the mechanism and the behavior of a mechanism and the behavior of a mechanism as a whole" (2007, p. 146, n 26) . Understood this way, it is relationship between a component and the mechanism's behavior. But when it comes to the account he explains how to ascertain if a component is relevant to the mechanism's behavior (not the relation), which is something different.
The correct text as it should read
Notice that Craver describes constitutive relevance as "a relationship between a component in the mechanism and the behavior of a mechanism as a whole" (2007, p. 146, n26) . Understood this way, it is a relationship between a component and the mechanism's behavior. But when it comes to the account he explains how to ascertain if a component is relevant to the mechanism's behavior (not the relation), which is something different.
The online version of the original article can be found under doi:10.1007/s11229-011-9882-z.
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